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Our THEME IS EVER OLD AND EVER New. 

Ir has again become our duty to address the readers of 
THE LANCET, and that still larger public for which our 
annual Hospital Sunday Supplement is prepared, on the 
claims of the Metropolitan Hospitals to their sympathy and 
practical support. We know that the subject has now 
become so familiar to our readers that it may be considered 
threadbare. This is, for example, the sixteenth time that we 
have published our appeal in aid of the Fund, and it is 
impossible that there can be many arguments left which plead 
in favour of generosity to the Fund which we have not 
already employed. For we have considered the matter from 
every aspect, and from each and all the claims of the 
hospital upon the public remain unaltered. Our advocacy must 
necessarily be made on the same grounds from year to year. 
The poor have never such a right to ask their more fortunate 
neighbours for help as when they are sick; the hospitals 
exist for the succour of the sick poor; therefore it is the 
duty of all who can to assist the hospitals to the best 
of their ability. This must always be the gist of what we 
have to say, but the breadth of the questions involved in the 
matter is such that they cannot be dealt with exhaustively 


London LARGER THAN EVER. 
The following table gives the population enumerated in 
1901 at the recent census in the administrative county of 
London and in the 29 Metropolitan Boroughs :— 


Population enumerated in 1901 in the Administrative County 
of London and in the 29 Metropolitan Boroughs. 


within the space of any one supplement. The social sch 
even in conservative England, is eternally altering, and in 


Enume- Bnume- 
Metropolitan Metropolitan rate¢ popu- 
1901 1901. 

City of London | 26,908 Lambeth . W1,873 
Battersea ... ... 168,896 Lewisham. 127,460 
Bermondsey ... ... | 130,486 Paddington... ... 143,954 
Bethnal Green | 129,681 Poplar... 168,838 
Camberwell... 259,258 St. Marylebone ... 133,329 
Chelsea... 73,856 St. Pancras ... 235,284 
Deptford . 110,513 Shoreditch ... ... 118,705 
Finsbury ... 101,476 Southwark .. .. 206,128 
Fulham ... 137,289 Stepney... ... ... 298,548 
Greenwich... 9,757 | Stoke Newington $1,247 
Hackney ... ... 219,288 Wandsworth... ... 232,020 
Hammersmith - 112,245 Westminster, City 
Hampstead 81,902 
Holborn... £9,300 | Woolwich ... ...  12%165 
Kensington... 176,623 ‘County of London 4,536,054 


whatever way it changes such institutions as the Metropoli 
tan Hospital Sunday Fund are sure to be affected by the 
variation. 

Of the many factors which obviously must operate one 
way or another for or against the finances of the Metropolitan 
Hospital Sunday Fund two are very general in their working, 
the whole nation is touched by them, and the Fund feels 
their influence. These are the fluctuations in population and 
the incidence of taxation, and to these we propose to refer 
this year somewhat at length. 


The table is based upon summary returns furnished by the 
local registrars and must be regarded as provisional only, 
being subject to modification in detail when in due course 
the enumeration books have been received and scrutinised at 
the central office. But it is accurate enough for our purpose 
and shows that on April lst in the present year the ad- 
ministrative county of London contained upwards of 300,000 
more persons than lived in the same area one decade ago, 


300,000 persons! Nearly the <a of Bristol, and more 
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than that of Bradford, Nottingham, and Newcastle has been 
added to the population of London since 1891. It is true 
that this increase falls short by 25 per cent. of the estimate 
of the statisticians, but the figure is quite large enough to 
make us pause, quite large enough to give thoughtful people 
material for contemplation when they remember that the 
great majority of the added thousands are poor persons who 
are compelled to some extent to look to charity for assistance 
in times of sickness. For the depletion of the — and 
the overcrowding of the towns consequent upon it still go 
on, and although we are glad to see by the figures that have 
been published by the Registrar-General that anticipation as 
to the extent of this transference of population been 
belied, it will be some years before any real decentralizing 
movement will be felt. The increase of the population of 
London still goes on, and will go on. Hamlets become 


populous streets, populous streets connect one outlying urban | 


of age than he received when he was a lad with only himself 
to support. Born within a measurable distance of the 
workhouse of parents who, if he cannot succour them, will 
enter the workhouse, the agricultural labourer can look 
forward very often to no better fate for himself than the 
workhouse. These things have combined all over England 
to make young men go to the towns. ‘The fact is a 
sad one as well as a significant one, for they leave 
a healthy life for an unhealthy life, and 99 per 
cent. of them find that it is as difficult to progress in 
London as it is in the country, while higher wages are more 
than swallowed up by vastly higher expenses. There is, 
however, the hundredth chance. One man out of a hundred 
who leaves his village at the bottom of the social ladder may 
raise himself a step or two on the ladder, and, as it is the 
first step that counts, there is no reason why, having once 
started, he should not go quite high. For the sake of the 


STATISTICS OF HOSPITAL WORK IN LONDON DURING THE YEAR 1900. 


TABLE L. — GENERAL Hosp!rTA.s.* 
N.B.—The figures referring to out-patients in these Tables represent the number of visits paid by oul-patients—noT the NUMBER of out-patients. 


Con- Accidents 
In- 
of Sunday Fund Relieved. Cured. valescent under Died. and 
a Patients. homes. | y= 
£ 
Charing-cross.. .. .. .. 1,169 248 1,252 1,C08 338 144 44,673 
— 
Great Northern Central .. .. .. 1,681 133 139 214 70,620 6,581 
— 
4000 164 5,684 4,884 1,491 641 1,243 851,708 
= 
Londen Tem 786 1,282 238 851 20 84 117 012 
Metropolitan... .. .. .. .. 175 546 118 106 114 896 6065 
Miller ital and Royal Kent Dispensary 309 ie 6,252 
~ 
ok 623 611 274 45 52 €9 25,378 28,742 
1,936 4106 2,307 138 1,077 278 u, 769 «(12,556 
SS. John and Elizabeth .. .. 57 1 = | 8 — 
1974 4,068 1,007 | 2,182 302 223 400 96,557 -17,204 
St. Thomas's | 6,201 202 685 433 668 88,128 
cc co ce lim 2,400 415 «1,700 40 m1 197 768 
The Middlesex 2,012 3,758 2,651 715 288 
1,246 2,696 233 49 267 181,088 26,461 
£26,675 65,883 | 14,906 17, 7 1 87 2,126 656 280,000 
Estimated to supply omissions . 691 | 45,479 34,006 


06,574 | 30,185 7,658 4.342 (6,166 | 2,172,136 314,006 


* We reproduce the term ‘* General Hospitals” as employed by the Council of the Metropolitan Hospital Sunday Fund. 


district with another, and acre after acre of the environ- 
ments of London becomes a solid mass of houses. The 
depletion of the country side is not so ee as it has 
been, and the population of the metropolis at the recent 
census has fallen a little short of the estimated figure, but we 
must not for that reason lose sight of the fact that it has 


increased enormously during the decade. The unremunera- | 
tive nature of work in the country—unremunerative because | 


land-owners and tenants cannot afford to pay high 
when their 


methods of transit to obtain a view for themselves of the 
more stirring experiences of those who live in close contact 


with crowds of their fellows ; the hopelessness of progression | 


in the country is perceived by the more ambitious—a good 
ee remaining a ¢ ploughman for ever, never 


wages 
uce finds so poor and so precarious a market | 
—drives labourers to the cities; country life is terribly | 
monotonous to an educated population, able by cheap | 


hundredth chance the large towns have to cater for an 
enormous increase of population, a large proportion of which 
population lives in poverty; and of all large towns in the 
world none has attracted to itself such an overwhelming 
number of persons to whom illness may mean ruin as 


PROGRESS OF THE METROPOLITAN HOSPITAL 
Sunpay Funp. 


The development of London has not been accompanied by 
any corresponding growth in the Metropolitan Hospital Sunday 
Fund. In point of fact, the annual collection shows no 

wth at all. From time to time the amount placed at the 
isposal of the Council of the Fund receives a welcome 
augmentation from the bounty of some private individual, 
but the sum collected in the churches was actually less in 
1893 than in 1884, and had it not been for private munifi- 


ving the slightest chance of rising above the position in | cence the Fund would have been sadly crippled in 1891, 
, or of obtaining better wages at 40 years | 1894, and notably 1895. 
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—— the Metropolitan Hospital Sunday Fund the Metropolitan Hospital Sunday Fund affords a peculiarly 
Year. | Year. Totals. fit agutunitg of tendering support to the medical charities 
1873 1887... £40,607 of London. A small subscription given in this way possesses 
1874. BBB, 40,379 reverse both actually and sentimentally a value that it could not 
otherwise have. It is no small thing that the widow con- 
1877. 1891 <.. 45,330 tributing her mite upon this occasion should be able to feel 
1878 .. 1892 .., 41,512 that it becomes part and parcel of a Fund large enough to 
= . = ~ 0 form an indis ble part of the charitable revenues of this 
1881 |. 1895 *. 60,361 great city, and yet drawn almost entirely from sources such 
1882... 1896 ... 46,035 as her own benevolence has opened up. Thousands of 
1883. | ie rsons in London are so situated. The subscription list 
i 1899 |. 53,504 with its regulation guinea is not for them, and were it not 
1886. 1900... 51,993 for the recurrence of the Fund collections they would stand 


1 In 1884 24500 was received from the managers of the International 
Health Exhibition. 


dowstions of £5000 from the late Duke of Cleveland, &., 
and £1000 from Sir Savile , Bart., were received. 
we afurther £1000; anda of 
the late Dr. of 


1 
8 In Sir Savile Crossley gave a further donation of £1000. 
® In 1894 of £5000 fless du 


r. W. J. Crossley gave a further dona- 
tion of £1000. ” 


y gave a of 
Pym, 
Bir Savile further donation i gave 
of v vea 

and J. B. Robinson - 


Mr. J. B. 
ay 1896 Sir Savile Or ry & £1000, and 
reosived from Smith of 2500 and Mrs. May 
Bvans of £172 9s. 4d. 
thi In mf pee Crossley gave his seventh donation, amounting 
Ye isos Bir Sir Savile Crossley gave his eighth donation, amounting 
Sear 2500. 
4 In 1899 Mr. ——, Baume gave £10,000; Mr. J. Lane Densham 
om a vile Crossley gave his ninth donation of 
1900 Mr. George & further donation of 
and Sir — Crossley th donation of £500. An 
anonymous donor, “ F. He” gave £1000; 6 and £1090 was received from 
the estate of the la late Thomas King. 
—— it over the population of the metropolis. In 1890 
amount collected by offe was nearly £39,000 
and the population nearly 4,200,000, so that the average 
contribution of every individual would amount to some- 
thing less than 24d. For the of this estimate 
it is assumed that only the County Council's London is 
interested in the hospitals of the metropolis. But that 
is very far from the fact. Outside the official boundary 
lies a densely populated zone inhabited by Londoners, 
although nominally a i to the adjacent rural 
districts, and to this area are extended in no small measure 
the benefits of the metropolitan hospital system. Were the 
population uf Greater London taken into account for the 
purposes of our aL estimate the modest figure would 
shrink considera Let it, however, suffice to assume, 
without refining upon the figures, that Londoners are a 
pared to support the great charitable work of their hospi 
to the extent of an annual subscription of 2)d. a 


This is by no means an unfair way of estima’ the result, 
for al h it is quite true that a charge of whatever kind 
- distributed evenly over the entire population in proportion to 


the number of heads would bear very unduly -_ me inane 
yet if, on the other hand, the benefits conferred b 

are considered, it will, of course, be found that 

a preponderating measure realised by the most numerous and 
least wealthy classes of the po ery The families, 
including children, of the poor are no less dependent than the 
families of the rich upon medical attendance, and to a my | 
large extent in the case of poor people this necessit 
supplied by hospitals. An —_ of population, there aon, 
affords the best means of realising how the benefits of the 
hospital service are distributed, for no class is excluded from 
these benefits ; and when it is realised that the return made 
in the form of the Metropolitan Hospital Sunday Fund works 
out at something less than 2)d. a it will, we think, 


be freely admitted that there is good reason for regard- 
ing it, not only as inadequate to the needs of the hospitals, 
but also as unworthy of the community which contributes it. 


THE SMALL CONTRIBUTOR. 


This is a view of the facts which should commend itself 
especially to persons of moderate or restricted means, To such 


quite aloof, wishing well to their ee ee but 
being powerless to promote their well-being way. 

It is from this class that the revenues of the Metropolitan 
Hospital Sunday Fund are Tr drawn. Large contribu- 
tions are the exception and rightly so. But we fear that 
they will not remain the exception unless the feeling 
of the public that to support the tals is an urgent 
obligation becomes more general. For although the Fund 
has claims upon the rich it has especial claims upon the 
poor, and the comparatively poor are so much the most 
numerous class that they apr by reason of their 
numbers, and must so do as as the Fund continues 
to command the general contidenes and support of the 
people at large. It would, indeed, be a day if the 
struggling many withdrew from the su t of this charity. 
lt is upon the sympathy of the many that any great under- 
taking must be built which, like that advocated to-day, 
requires ample and continuous pecuniary support. 

THE NUMBER OF HOSPITALS AND MEDICAL CHARITIES 
IN LONDON, 


The followi is the of and Allied Charities 
to which a ted by the Metropolitan wo 


Sunday Fund in » ae year of the foundation 


Fund :— 


List of Hospitals and Allied Charities which Obtained Awards 
in the First Year of the Fund (1873). 


Hospital for Child- 


British Hospital for Skin 
Diseases, Great Marl- 
borough-street, W. 

Bromley Cottage Hospital. 

Charing Cross Hospital. 

Cancer Hospital, Brompton. 

City of London Lying-in 
Hospital. 

St. Peter’ s Hospital for Stone. 

City of London Hospital for 
Diseases of Chest, Victoria- 


Hospital, Leicester- 


square. 

East London Hospital for 
Children. 

Evelina Hospital. 

French Hospital. 

German Hospital. 

Great Northern Hospital. 

General Lying-in Hospital. 

Hospital of St. John and 8t. 
Elizabeth. 

Hospital for Diseases of 


Hospital for Sick Children. 

London Hospital. 

Homeopathic Hospital. 

University College Hospital. 

North-Eastern Hospital for 
Children. 

North London Hospital for 


Hospi 
Royal Orthopedic Hospital. 
Royal South London Ophth- 
almic Hospital. 
= — for Diseases of 


National Hospital, Ventnor. 
Middlesex Hospital. 
Seamen's Hospital. 
Samaritan Free Hospital. 
St. George's Hospital. 
Seaford Convalescent Home. 
Victoria Hospital forChildren. 
in West London Hospital. 
Westminster Hospital. 
Wimbledon Cottage Hospital. 
Royal London Ophthalmic 
Hospital. 
Royal Free Hospital. 
Metropolitan Hospital. 
Poplar 
National ospital for the 
Paralysed. 


St. Mark’s Hospital. 
British Lying-in Hospital. 
Male Lock Hospital. 
King’s College Hospital. 
Hospital for Women. 
Female Lock Hospital. 
Western Ophthalmic Hospital. 
Hospital for Hip Diseases in 

Children. 
Chelsea Dispensary. 
Camberwell Dispensary. 
City Dispensary. 
City of don 
Clapham General 
Eastern Dispensary. 
Finsbury Dispensary. 
Farringdon General Dispen- 


sary. 
North-West London Free 


Haverstock Hill Dispensary 
vi . 
Holloway Dispensary. 


spensary. 


Islington Dispensary. 
Islington and North London 
Provident Dispensary. 


Kensington Dispensary. 


| 
; 2 In 1885 a special donation of £1000 was received from Dr. James 
Wakley, Editor of Tax Lancet. 
In 1886 a further special donation of £1000 was received from 
Dr. James Wakley. 
* In 1887 a legacy of £21000 was paid by the executors of the late 
Dr. James Wakiey. 
5 Including legacy of £1003 14s. from the executors of the lat. 
nts, 
an 
Throat. 
nn Hospital for Women and 
Children. 
by 
lay 
no 
pecan, 
al Queen Charlotte’s Lying-in oT 
in 
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Kilburn and Maida Vale Paddington Provident Dis- | St. George’s and St. James’s Westminster General Dis- 
Dispensary. pensary. Dispensary. pensary. 
London Dispensary. Queen Adelaide's Dispensary. | Tower Hamlets Dispensary. South Western Provident Dis- 
Metropolitan Dispensary. Royal Kent Dispensary. Western General Dispensary. pensary 
Public Dispensary. Royal South London Dis- | Western Dispensary. St. John’s Wood and Portland 
Portland Town Free Dis-  pensary. South Lambeth and Brixton Town Dispensary 
pensary. Royal Pimlico Dispensary. Dispensary. Margaret-street Infirmary. 


TABLE IL —Sreciat 


Name of hospital. 


City of London for Diseases of Chest — 


Royal H eo 
Royal Nat osp. for Consumption .. 
Hospital for Hip ° 
Banstead Surgical Home .. . 
Karnet Heme Hospital . 
Belgrave Hospital for Children - 
Cheyne for Incurable 

. Hosp. for 


ine 
ty o ndon ng- 
Clapham Maternit 


General Lyingin .. .. ., 
Queen Charlotte's Lying-in .. 
Chelsea Bos: 
Hospital for 


Grosvenor H p. tar Women and Children 
New Hospitalfor Women .. . 


St. Mark 


= 


West-End for Nervous System . 


y 
Royal Eye 


285 


St. Jobn’'s Hospital for Diseases of Skin. . 
ital for Diseases of - 
‘ 


London 
Royal Ear .. 

The Dental 
National Dental. . 


10,469 1,883 1,417,912 | 35,704 
| 


Royal General Dispensary. St. Pancras and Northern London Diocese and Dea- Infirmary for Epilepsy and 

Royal Maternity Charity. Dispensary. coness’ Institution. Paralysis. 

St. Marylebone Provident Surrey Dispensary. Evangelical Protestant In- Royal Infirmary for Women 
Dispensary. St. George's, Hanover-square, _ stitution. and Children. 

St. Marylebone General Dis- Dispensary. Establishment for Gentle- St. Mary Magdalen Con- 
pensary, Stamtord-hill Dispensary. women, valescent Home. 


Hospital Con- Remaining Out- Accidents 
PF Sunday Fund patients. Relieved. Cured. valescent under Died. patients’ and 
; award. homes. treatment. visits. emergencies 
2 
6n 1,132 1 
Hospital for Consumption .. .. .. «. 1,821 1,631 
orth London S64 493 
S83. Tor 
287 
38 1s2 
3s 
195 250 
96 70 
662 1,541 
Evelina Hosp.for Sick  ,, ec 383 1,060 
Home for Incurable an en 77 
Home for Sick 125 dos 
N -East. Hosp. for oo 335 $28 
Paddington-green for 66 268 574 
Victoria Hospital for es ce oe 675 569 
Victoria Home, Margate .. .. .. .. 76 
338 55 
ee 33 Boe 
48 599 
29 
ee 335 11s 
364 673 
20 738 
105 188 
263 6u4 
Royal for Children and Women .. 216 583 
oe 575 795 600 15 13,633 
oe | 29 22 25 4,165 
= 4651 353 = 
240 027 617 3 2,120 
| Deferred 805 300 (190 106 36,641 
os 116 360 260 55 39,218 
oo 57 338 336 12,876 
yyal London Ophthalmic 675 1,871 9 99 821 
Royal Westminster ,, 116 076 676 3 13 — 27,986 
| National ,, = 52 3.200 - 
Royal pe. se a2 i7 46 3, 
Koyal Sea Bathing infrmary a8 632 406 2u ~ 108 312 
| 77 242 fat 35,888 
77 497 16 40,725 - 
240 34 190 4 6 53,041 
| se ee 68u 005 5 14,751 
eo 
115 = _ - - — 69,176 
| 
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Mrs. Gladstone’s Convalescent Westbourne Provident Dis- 
Home. pensary. 

Guy’s Hospital Samaritan Metropolitan Convalescent. 
Fund. Woolwich Dispensary. 


If we compare this list with the list of institutions which 
received awards last year we find that it is only about half as 
long, for nearly 200 hospitals and allied charities are now 
annually assisted by the ee Hospital Sunday Fund. 
‘This shows that the people of on have done a good deal 
to meet the stress continually thrown u them by the 
increasing number of poor persons within their gates. Most 
of the new institutions are either special hospitals or 
charitable institutions auxiliary to hospital work, but in some 


hospital expenditure and by comparison and scrutiny have 
enforced the admirable doctrine that every pound of revenue 
should be represented by its equivalent in the form of service 
or of necessaries supplied to the objects of the charitable 
institution. In this way they have accomplished, and are 
accomplishing, a task that no private benefactor, however 
strenuous against abuse, could attempt. They speak with 
the authority of numbers and are free from suspicion of 
partiality. Therefore the public, feeling generally well 
disposed towards the hospitals of London, cannot place their 
contributions in better hands. By delegating to the Metro- 
politan Hospital Sunday Fund the task of distribution they 
can avail themselves of a discretion perfected by collective 
knowledge to which no individual among them could hope to 


IIl.—Corrace Hospirats aND CONVALESCENT HOMES. 


Hospital 
Name of hospital. Sunday Fund 


patients, Relieved. Cured. 


Priery 
Charing (ross Hospital Convalescen’ .. .. 
Chelsea Hospital tor Women Convalescent 
Hahnemann Convalescent .. .. 
Herne Bay 
others’ Home .. .. 

thie Convalescent .. .. 


| 
| 
| 


(Folkestone) 

St. John’s Home for 

St. Mary's 
St. Michael's 
Warle 
Deptford Medical Mission Convalescent .. 


See 


sei 


wl 


| 


es 
22 


| £4,361 


degree or other all help to alleviate the misery of the sick 

And that all are deserving of financial support may be 
taken for granted, for one of the great claims of the Metro- 
politan Hospital Sunday Fund to our consideration is that it 
represents order in our medical charities. It sifts the 
genuine charities from the imitation charities and has strong 
claims to support as an economic agency. While at present 
there is no great chance, in spite of considerable discussion 
of the subject, that such a Central Hospital Board as 
was once advocated by a Special Committee of the House 
of Lords will be created, the Council of the Metropolitan 
Hospital Sunday Fund have been in a position to accomplish 
much by way of suggestion and criticism to advance the 
interests of codperation among the various charities. They 
have exercised a gentle but most salutary supervision over 


a 
| @ | 


(14,116 


attain. With regard to the work of the Metropolitan Hospital 


| Sunday Fund as an economic agency we are able to speak 


with particular clearness. We issue every year questions to 


the hospital authorities as to the number of in-patients 


admitted, the number discharged, the number relieved, the 
number cured, the number sent to convalescent homes, the 
number of individual out-patients seen, and the number of 
cases treated upon emergency. ‘These questions have always 
been most fully and promptly answered by the hospital 
authorities, and from the statistical information thus 
obtained the various tables are prepared which will be found 
in this Supplement. A comparison can thus be made between 
our figures and the figures forthcoming from the inquiries of 
the Metropolitan Hospital Sundsy Fund, and any grave dis- 
crepancy would lead to further investigation. In this way 


l 
| Con- Remaini Out Accidente 
| j 
x 6s 6s | | sass | 138 | = 
| 388 | on -_ 
| 276 
pe 
18] | | 
= 16 
\ 
| = = 
King’s College 329 ? | 
Mrs. Kitto’s 3” - 
Lon‘on and Brighton Female Convalescent 2,221 
Morley House 1,076 | 1,07 | - 
Police Seaside Heme .. .. .. 607 
St. Andrew's (Clewer) Convalescent .. .. | | 
126 
| 
74 
198 
295 
| "70 
| 421 
210 
Blackheath and Chariton Cottage Hospital 166 
Eltham 
Reigate and Redhill 196 40 130 38 
Sidcup 187 | | 2 
St. Catherine’ Home 30 at | - 12 | = 
Estimated to supply omissions .. .. 3,181 | 4,360 
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we arrive at the position of being able to speak with know- 
ledge when we say that the Metropolitan Hospital Sunday 
Fund represents order in the distribution of charity. 

We mention this because at the present time there is some 
doubt in the public mind as to which are the proper hospitals 
to support. The public are safe in following the lead of the 
Metropolitan Hospital Sunday Fund and of the Prince of 
Wales's Hospital Fund for London, the governing bodies of 
which make careful investigation into the administration of 
every single charity before recommending it for award. It 
is certain that many subscribers have ceased to support 
institutions which they thought did not sufficiently dis- 
criminate between the deserving poor and the designing 
well-to-do. Again, there have of recent years been disputes 
with regard to the management of hospitals which have been 
the cause of considerable apprehension among the public. 
There is an inquiry now going on into the merits of a quarrel 
between the medical staff and the lay administration of one 
admirable institution. The public may well feel that there 
is something wanting in the management of an institution 
where so bitter a quarrel can have raged for many years, and 
the feeling of mistrust that is thus engendered reacts to the 
disadvantage of other institutions where proper confidence 
bestowed upon the medical officers results in order and 
harmony. There is another factor which may damage the 
incomes of hospitals, though — to an infinitesimal extent, 
by increasing the mistrust engendered by faults of manage- 
ment. We refer to the abuse that is freely showered upon 
hospitals by certain cheap newspapers and certain self- 
advertising cranks. In the long run probably no harm is 
done to the institutions by either the scurrilous reporter or 
the mendacious anti-vivisectionist, but temporarily the 
hospital that is attacked may suffer. Its funds may be 
affected, when the self-constituted champions of the rights of 
the sick poor wil! have the melancholy satisfaction of know 
that they have added to the percentage of deaths due to lack o 
hospital treatment. Each of these things is new and helps 
to e the hospitals of the metropolis. When we say to 
ourselves with some pride sixteen years ago there were only 
a hundred hospitals or so to be helped, and now there are 
two hundred, we should also realize that the hundred were 
helped in a less grudging spirit than the two hundred are 
now. We beg our readers to use their best endeavours to 
refute the silly charges of callousness and brutality that are 
brought by wrong-headed accusers against our noblest 
charities. No harm has been done as yet by these persons, 
but the medical mind perceives the absurdity of the attacks 
so clearly that it is apt to think that the public will also 
consider the matter beneath attention. The public may 
believe that if there were any substratum of truth in the 
stories that have been recently circulated with the set pur- 

of damaging the revenues of the hospitals we should 
form them of it, however unpalatable that duty might be 
to us. And the public can subscribe with a free hand to the 
Metropolitan Hospital Sunday Fund and the Prince of Wales's 
Hospital Fund for London with the absolute assurance that 
in so doing their gifts will be properly meted out to deserving 
charities in equitable proportion. 


Tue CosTLINESS OF THE MODERN 


It would be singular as well as singularly unfair if the 
hospitals of London at the beginning of the twentieth century 
should lose the support and confidence of the public for 
whose good they have been founded. The Tr of to-day is 
a very different institution to the hospital of 100 years ago, 
and also to the hospital of 16 years ago. Its value to 
the community is incalculably greater, while its cost of 
maintenance is also very much higher. One hundred years 
ago the hospitals of London were not the centres of medical 
thought, medical . and medical education that they 
are now. Undoubtedly they did an enormous amount of 

, but their value was much impaired by the methods of 
administration of the day. Neither the honorary appoint- 
ments nor the resident appointments were held by gentlemen 
who owed their positions on the staffs to pure merit. Many 
excellent surgeons and excellent physicians, in fact the leaders 
of nineteenth century medicine, were upon those staffs, but 
there were others who had an equal share in the treatment of 
the sick who were not dowered in a similarly fortunate 
manner with scientific skill and insight. As a consequence 
the patients in the hospital were not so absolutely 
certain as they are now of receiving treatment which is truly 
representative of the high-water mark of medicine. Again, 
the nursing in the hospitals in the days when Abernethy and 


Cooper flourished was not what nowadays would be considered 
nursing at all. Surgeons were attended by their own 
assistants and dressers, whose work done under their master's 
eye was as a rule competent and sometimes excellent, but the 
women upon whom the ordinary ministrations to the patients 
devolved were for the most part devoid of training. All the 
culinary arrangements of the hospitals 100 years ago were of 
the crudest, and the diet was so little regarded as an 
adjunct to treatment that hawkers were permitted to 
enter the wards and sell delicacies to the patients. It is 
not within our scope here to describe how these various 
abuses disappeared. Scandalous m t gave way 
largely to the fierce searchlight thrown THE LANCET 
upon the domestic affairs of some of the most famous 
institutions in the kingdom. The wider knowledge of 
public health made it obvious that the environment of the 
patient, the ventilation of the wards, the cooking of food, and 
the ministration of nurses were almost as important as the 
direct diagnosis of his condition. Then, and so much more 
recently as to be almost coincident with the foundation of 
the M litan Hospital Sunday Fund, came an ic 
surgery. member the necessities immediately entailed in 
the matter of reconstruction of operating theatres, the re- 
stocking of instrument cases, in short, the reorganization of 
the surgical side of the hospital. Hard on the heels of 
antiseptic surgery came the developments of physiology and 
bacteriology, making the study of the natural history of 
disease an integral part not only of medical education 
the students but of medical practice among the staff 
routine among the nurses. 
These words suffice to y indicate why the cost 
of maintenance of the big general hospitals of London 
has increased so enormously. In the meantime, what of 
their incomes? It would be thought that as they did more 
work, as they out of their wards a higher 
percentage and a steadily rising higher percentage 
each year of convalescents, they would meet with wider 
recognition from the public. They have not done so, while 
the public for which they cater has increased out of all pro- 
portion to the size of the subscriptions to the institutions. 
Attempts have been made to show that money subscribed 
for the needs of the sick has in certain hospi been per- 
verted to the use of lecturers and students, feverish in the 
cause of experimental science—as though it was only the 
cost of medical education that had risen with the develop- 
ment of science and not the cost of medical treatment. 
Everyone who is really cognizant of what the administration 
of a big London hospital means knows that all the funds 
received, whether the money is spent upon buildings or food, 
upon salaries or drugs, upon instruments, or even upon rates, 
are devoted to the welfare of the ts. Rates must be 
settled lest the civil authorities take resentful action ; medi- 
cal students must be trained, or who will take charge of the 
sick of the future? Clerks must be paid, must be 
purchased. In no large hospital in London is expendi- 
ture regulated by oe else than the honest endeavour 
to get as much good out of the money as ble for the sick 
; and if some of the smaller hospi have not always 
so disinterested in their origins or careers, we may rest 
assured that the fact is well known to the distributing 
bodies of the Metropolitan x Sunday Fund and the 
Prince of Wales's Hospital Fund for London, and that the 
institutions in question have their reward. 


THE INCIDENCE OF TAXATION FOLLOWING THE WAR. 


The particular feature of the first collection in behalf of the 
Metropolitan Hospital Sunday Fund made in the new century 
is that it has to be made in the teeth of heavy taxation laid 
upon the country to meet the enormous cost of a protracted 
war. The incidence of taxation does not as a rule influence 
the receipts of hospitals much, and we may hope that it will 
not do so during those years through which the Government of 
the country may think it necessary to maintain the war tax. 
Undoubtedly, a big income-tax weighs heavily upon a very 
large class of citizens, and just that class which, in London, 
might well be expected to lend substantial support to the 
finances of hospitals. We refer to persons having incomes 
ranging from £500 to £1500 per annum. These are the 
persons who, while the income-tax is maintained at its 
present figure, may, in their anxiety to curtail their expendi- 
ture, cut off their subscriptions to charity. They are, many 
of them, professional men and well-paid employés, and to a 
great extent their income is dependent upon their expendi- 
ture. If they paid less rent they would receive lower fees ; 
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if they lived at a greater distance from their work they would a 
not be such valuable servants. Their appearance of com- Tanee TV.—Deraseaneas. 
parative wealth is deceptive, for they are only stewards of ~ 4 
their incomes, receiving it with one hand and spending it with Hospital Out 
the other. The increase in the income-tax is serious to them, | Name of dispensary. — patients’ 
as the margin of their receipts over their outgoings is so small. award. visite. 
But we trust that the middle-classes — continue to oe 
the Fund which, of all charities in | on, does the most for 
their poorer brethren. And we feel sure that they will when 100,608 
they regard the question from its large patriotic side as well Brixton,&. ". |. 12 2) 2. 46 16,606 
as from its equally large charitable side. ‘To withhold Brompton Provident .. .. .. -. - 2t 1,815 
subscriptions from the hospitals, either direct contributions Camberwell... = 
to particular institutions or indirect contributions through the Chelsea, op, and Belgrave Provident 38 = 
medium of the Metropolitan Hospital Sunday Fund, because Chel 3,836 
the South African war has brought expenses in its train is to Child’s Hill _,, tees - A an 
make the poor suffer for the cause of Imperial expansion, ot and Lenten 24 
which they have only endorsed to the same — as it has Clapbam General and Prov Sa eee 25 12,671 
been endorsed by their social superiors. e trust that Deptford Medical Mission.. .. .. .. -. 14 — 
the vicarious patriotism which pays the exactions of a | 

ted war by cutting off subscriptions to charities parringdonGeneral .. 42 = 

urnish most convincing reason imaginable for increas- 
ing our individual efforts to place the hospitals of the {regnwich Provident .. .. .. .. .. .- HH = 
metropolis in an efficient condition. It has brought inits Hampstead 
train much misery. The people of the country have been Holloway and North Islington -: 48 97,757 
open-handed in their attempts to avert the inevitable was 
concomitants of war ; praiseworthy efforts to mitigate the lot | Kensington .. .. .. .. .. .. 2... 58 13,618 
of those whose fathers, husbands, and sons are fighting, or | Kilburn, Maida-vale, and St. John's-wood .. 36 3,749 
perchance have fallen, on the veldt have been organised in | Kilburn Provident Medical Institution... ° - 
every direction. All such eleemosynary work is tributary [ondon Medical Mission 23,493 
to ital work, for the sequel of hunger is sickness, | Margaret-street Infirmary for Consumption. . eo 
and bourne of sickness is the hospital. But in Metropolitan .. .. 33,045 

te of the splendid and devoted labour of many of Notting hill 
the most highly-placed persons in the land there must be | pigtico = 2 eis om a 
much misery consequent upon the prolonged absence from | Portland-town.. .. gg 16 3,282 
home of so many thousands of our compatriots. There | Public.” -. 
should be no wards closed in the metropolitan hospitals ~ -- 
while there isa chance of anyone d lent upon a soldier | Royal Pimlico oo « 60 034 
for bread requiring a sick bed. Alas, some of the largest and | Royal South Lond. = . 38 17,092 
most im t of our hospitals are compelled to St. George's (Hanover square) Provident 
cripple r efficiency, for to attempt to accommodate the gt. John Socaieniiiedian town ,, * 29 "696 
number of sick which should find in their walls St. Marylebone wo 14,508 
would simply mean bankru . This should not be. orthera 

well-to-do the uine poor, who are, | — hill, 
under all circumstances, proper subjects for hospital treat- | Tower 36 
ment, there comes an enormous] class who might be | Walworth Provident... = 6,385 
expected to increase their subscriptions to the Metropolitan woothourne 
Hospital Fund or other charities in tion of the fact | to onl illite 66 17,970 
that the cost of the war has not fallen quite so heavily u Western General .. .. .. ee es oe 120 23,402 
them as it has upon the class that is in a sense much richer Westminster General». .. -. -. 
than they are. Those upon whom the income-tax does not fall wich ll 
are obviously poorer than those who have to pay it, but they | = . 
are a class for whom the State has of recent years, and quite Ate 930 


rightly, strained every nerve, and a class who have 
become comparatively r off because of their freedom 
from the taxation to which those richer than themselves are 
subjected. The earners of good in good employ have 


21,930 1,122,461 


wages 
been looked to by each of the great political parties alike | charities of such a truly national character as the voluntary 
‘hospitals of London. If every pound that is lost from 


for support, and have received favours from each. The 
Education Acts, the Workmen’s Compensation Act, the 
Employers’ Liability Act, the Friendly Societies Acts, and the 
legal yy trade unions have raised the o tive 
of Great Britain to a position which he has earn 


| the richer class is made up to the hos: 
| twenty a from the poorer the 
| be no losers bu 


the receipt of 


tals 
ospitals will not | 
t, paradoxical though it may seem, they will 
by his be gainers. For man is an imitative animal, and twenty new 


sterling qualities and which no other European country has | subscribers of a shilling afford twenty examples who may 
been able to grant him. In times of national trouble—and well be followed, and a certain proportion of whom 
the South African War is a national trouble—he may be will be followed. And it should be remembered that 


expected to remember this. And he cannot show his con- 


‘the class of which we are now 


ing are largely 


sciousness of having received fair treatment from his fellow benefited by hospitals. For minor ills they may employ 


men better than by 


supporting, to the best of his ability, | their private medical man; they belong to clubs—many of 


4,726,614 859.414 


Con- Remaining Out- Accidents 
— Sunday Fund In-patients. Relieved. Cured. valescent under Died. patients’ 
| award. homes. treatment. visits. 
— | 
General Hospitals. .. .. £26,675 | 06,575 28,660 «(80,185 | 4,342 6165 2,172,185 814,006 
Special Hospitals... .. 13,587 10,400 15,480 2.399 27% 1,417,012 85,708 
ond 15,538 6 1, "29 340 14,116 ou 
Dispensaries .. .. .. 1,930 - | - 1,192,461 
Total.. . .. .. £46,493 124,065 44,06 
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them whether their scale of pay warrants their obtaining 
medical assistance upon codperative terms or not—and receive 
from the club medica! officer attention in what may be termed 
the routine diseases that flesh is heir to ; but when their case 
becomes really serious, when a bad accident prostrates them, 
when a fever requiring lengthened treatment and adequate 
nursing attacks them, or when a major operation has to be 
performed upon them to save life or render the damaged 
system a sound one, then they must have recourse to hospitals. 

The most marked feature of this year's Hospital Sunday 
collection is that it follows closely upon a Budget which 
must make a severe demand upon clade purses. We trust 
that no one will allow the fact that he has to pay his share of 
the bill for the South African war to sway ten m in making a 
smaller contribution than is his wont to the Metropolitan 
Hospital Sunday Fund. The money was never more urgently 
wanted by the hospitals than now, when the country is 
suffering from the effects of the war. 


ALL must HELP. 


Such is our.appeal on behalf of the Metropolitan Hospital 
Sunday Fund for the first year of the new century. The 
population of London is increasing by leaps and bounds, 
which every year makes the metropolis more <listinctly the 
centre to which the empire resorts, so that the institutions of 
London are regarded as serving the necessities of a world 
rather than of a city. But while the population of London 
becomes larger the income of the Metropolitan Hospital 
Sunday Fund, as far as it is drawn from the people rather 
than from individual donors of big sums, remains stati 
Ten years the inhabitants of London paid a sum equivalent 
> mot onl per bead as their subscription to the Fund, and since 

n the 


number of reputable institutions to be supported is much 


larger, while the cost of hospital administration is heavier in | 


every respect. These facts we have stated perhaps somewhat 
boldly, but we have purposely directed our appeal this year 
rather towards the reason than towards the sentiment of our 
readers. We have taken it for granted that no words are 
necessary to bring home to our readers the terrible misery 


capitation contribution has decreased, although the , 


which sickness means to the poor man and poor woman. 
The incapacity of the bread-winner to earn his wages at once 
places the family of the poor man within a measurable 
distance of starvation. That little distance would be imme- 
diately crossed if the hospital did not open its doors to the 
sufferer. And now atime has arrived when many beds are 
closed and many of these unfortunate people have to be 
refused the shelter which means so much to them and so 
much, perhaps as much, to their families. It is the lives of 
the poor for which we are pleading. 

The rich should give out of their superfluity, and not only 
because they are rich, but because they are themselves 
directly benefited by the hospitals. For without our hos- 
pitals the benefits which the rich derive from skilled medical 
attendance could not be theirs. 

The poor should give out of their poverty, and they need no 
reminding as to what the ital means to them when 
are sick. But they need much reminding as to the value of 
little gifts, or the Metropolitan Hospital Sunday Fund would 
not stand at the annual figure of £40,000. If there are half 
a million persons in London to whom an annual subscription 
of 14. is impossible there must be at least 2,000,000 others 
who are = in that they are living on their wages, who 
could still afford an annual gift of ls. If they gave that 
shilling each year the hospitals would soon be placed well on 
their way to freedom from debt. 

To the benevolent man no scheme can commend itself as 
more worthy of his assistance than a fund to benefit his 
suffering and poorer brethren. 

In the eyes of the practical man no less than in those of 
the benevolent the Fund should, nay, must, find favour, for 
it represents order in the distribution of charity. 


To all social grades, to all creeds, and to all casts of 
thought, the Metropolitan Hospital Sunday Fund must ap- 
pear as a noble charity, splendidly directed, economically 
managed, and equitably administered. That it may meet 
with support worthy of its merits is our most earnest hope. 


THE METROPOLITAN HOSPITAL SUNDAY FUND. 
Amounts received and disbursed in the year 1900. 


Dr. 
Receivrs for the year ending &lat October, 1000, 
1900. &@&ead ad. 
Te | at Bank of Englant, Ist 


17 97 
Balance in hands of ‘Secretary 64 
722 15 11 
Collections made at Sundry of 
Worship... 35,856 8 11 
» Collections at Schools 266 
Donations for Surgical Appliances we 1311 0 
Interest on Deposit... 919 0 
Dividend on £45,346 ls, 3d. 2) Consols, 
fo Executors to the Willof W. A. 
uesdon, deceased ... 
— 51,993 14 6 
£52,716 10 5 


Audited and found correct, this 27th day of November, 1900. 
(Signed) 


Payments for the year ending 31 t October, 1900. 


1900. 6.4 
By Awards to 132 Hospitals... 43,754 410 
» Awards to 8 Institutions #0 00 
», Awards to 44 Dis Ge ob 1917 2 6 
+» Surgical Appliances... ... 2,506 5 2 
————— 4,887 12 6 
» Rent 17 0 0 
Fuel, Gas, and Office Cleaning .. 2215 2 
» Furniture and Repairs ... ... 117 6 
» Printing and 24 8 
Stamps and Postage ate 815 3 
» Advertisements.. 21 10 
», Salaries and Gratuities. 92 8 0 
» Sundries... 653 
—— 171611 1 
hurch and Chapel Appeal 
urch a! Shape! 510 2 
» Balance at Bank of England, Sist Oct., 
1900 . 2,065 8 
+ Balance in hands of ‘secretary. in on ll 8 
2,076 16 8 
£52,716 10 5 


W. Hl. PANNELL & Co., Chartered Accountants, 13, Basinghall-street, B.C. 


*,* In the preparation of the voluminous statistics of hospital work which have been here digested and exhibited in collected form (and 
which have been specially supplied to us in response to our applications, and are quite independent of any returns made to the Metropolitan 
Hospital Sunday Fund Committee) we have been greatly indebted to a large number of secretaries and other officers of the various medical 


charities of the metropolis, 


To them we desire, as on many previous occasions, to tender our sincere thanks,—En, L. 


Printed and Pul lisho! by the Reoisterey of Tur Laxcr, at 423, Strand, W.C., an Nes. 1 and 2, Bedford-street, Strand, adjoining. 


